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CERTIFICATES OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT. 
Editor of the Virginia Law Register . 

In matters appertaining to the examination of titles, registry and conveyancing 
there are pitfalls exceedingly dangerous to practitioners, both young and old. 
Many lawyers have a tendency either to overlook these dangers or to consider 
them but lightly. Others there are who examine a title with microscopic par- 
ticularity, and hesitate but little to brand as worthless that which is not in accord- 
ance with Hoyle and to the Queen's taste. The following acknowledgment and 
authorities are communicated for the benefit of any one who, in dealing with a 
representative of this latter class, may desire to overcome his divers, sundry and 
multitudinous objections: 
"Stale of Virginia, 

"Corporation of the OUy of Norfolk, to-wit: 

" I, Samuel Smith, a notary public for the corporation aforesaid, in the State of 
Virginia, do certify that Munroe Lewis, whose name is signed to the writing 
above, bearing date on the 14th day of March in the year eighteen hundred and 
ninety-eight, has acknowledged the same before me. 

" Given under my hand this 14th day of March, in the year 1898. 

"Samtjel Smith, 

"Notary Public." 

Before examining the authorities the writer deemed this acknwledgment worth- 
less for purposes of registry. It seemed to him that for a certificate of acknowl- 
edgment to be valid it must correspond substantially to the one prescribed by the 
Code. He was unable to perceive that a certificate which states where the ac- 
knowledgment was taken is substantially the same as one that does not. However 
that may be, the authorities seem to say otherwise. 

In 1 Am. & Eng. Encyc. of Law, 528, the law on the subject is stated clearly 
and tersely. It says: "When a conveyance is acknowledged before an officer 
authorized within the limits of his territorial jurisdiction to take acknowledg- 
ments, it will be presumed that the acknowledgment was taken within these 
limits, although this fact is not stated in the certificate." Citing Racleffv. Norton, 
19 Maine, 274 ; Bradley v. West, 60 Mo. 33 ; Dunlap v. Daugherty, 20 111. 398 ; 
Morrison, v. White, 10 Iowa, 100; and Bensimer v. Fell, 35 W. Va. 15. In this 
last case the court says : " But it is said that the certificate of the privy examina- 
tion and acknowledgment of Mrs. Creigh is faulty because it certifies that she ap- 
peared before the justice, without saying that she appeared in a particular county, 
and certifies that she declared that she willingly signed the deed, whereas it should 
have said willingly executed. As to the first point, the certificate has the cap- 
tion, ' State of West Virginia, Greenbrier county, to-wit : ' It will be presumed 
that the act occurred in that county, and that the officer did not do an illegal 
act in taking an acknowledgment out of his county." The court cites the above 
authorities with approval, and also Livingstone v. Ketelle (111.), 41 Am. Dec. 168, 
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and Carpenter v. Dexter, 8 Wall. 517. To these, as bearing very indirectly upon 
the subject, may be added Hosier v. King, 9 Gratt. 115; Coles v. Miller, 8 Gratt. 
6; Tod v. Baylor, 4 Leigh, 498. 

W. H. Sargeant, Jr. 
Norfolk, Va. 



A CORRECTION. 

Editor Virginia Law Register : 

I notice in your August number that in reporting the case of Lewis W. Cox v. 
J. Frank Qilmer and others, my name is given as one of the counsel for defend- 
ants. This is an error, as I had no connection with this case. 

I am informed that Messrs. George Perkins and John B. Moon were the coun- 
sel for the defendants, along with Messrs. Sipe & Harris, whose names are given. 

I do not desire to get the credit for other men's work, and hence I write that 
correction may be made in justice to these gentlemen. 
Yours very truly. 

Charlottesville, Va. Geo. W. Morris. 



